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ABSTRACT 


OPERATIONAL  ART.  THE  HISSING  LINK  IN  THE  I RAN- IRAQ  MAR 
by  Major  Gregory  U.  Ellison,  USA,  49  pagas. 

This  monograph  analysts  tha  Iran-Iraq  War  from  its 
incaption  in  Saptambar  of  1980  through  tha  Iranian  Faw 
Coun tar off ansi va  of  Fabruary  1904.  It  usas  tha  pracapts  of 
oparational  art  to  axamina  tha  parformanca  of  tha 
ball! gar ants  in  this  prolongad  and  bloody  conflict. 

Tha  monograph  first  raviaws  tha  political  and  historical 
background  loading  up  to  tha  Iraqi  invasion  on  23  Saptambar 
1980.  Naxt  it  distills  tha  war  into  its  distinctiva  phasas, 
axploring  tha  ralationship  batwaan  political  objactivas  and 
tha  military  maans  amployad  to  attain  tham,  by  phas?.  It 
concludas  with  an  analysis  of  how  wall  Iran  and  Iraq  hava 
appliad  tha  pracapts  of  oparational  art  in  this  ongoing 
conf 1  let . 

This  monograph  concludas  that  tha  Iran-Iraqi  war  has  not 
sarvad  tha  policias  of  tha  balligarants  wall.  Thair 
collactiva  failura  to  implamont  tha  principlas  of 
oparational  art  couplad  with  thair  failura  to  axacuta 
tactical  oparations  in  a  combi nad  arms  fashion  hava  mada 
this  war  a  minion  of  daath.  It  ands  by  proffaring  a 
possibla  solution  for  an  Iranian  victory  using  tha  pracapts 
of  oparational  art  and  by  commanting  on  Iraq's  prasant 
afforts  to  sattla  tha  conflict  paacafully  by  drawing  in  tha 
Uni  tad  Statas. 
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INTRODUCTION 


On  the  23rd  of  September  1980,  Iraqi  forces  launched  a  Major  invasion  of 
their  neighbor  Iran.  As  of  this  Mriting  the  mar  is  well  into  its  ninth  year, 
thus  qualifying  as  ons  of  ths  longsst  Mars  of  our  tiMO.  It  most  csrtainly  is 
on*  of  bloodisst.  8oms  casualty  sstiMatss  approach  2.7  Million  Kil lad  and 
Moundad  (I)  Mith  tha  balligarants  no  furthar  along  tOMards  rasolution  than 
thay  wart  tight  yaars  ago.  This  is  ironic  sinca  both  sidas  ara  equipped  with 
soma  of  tha  Most  advancad  wtapon  systtMS  Known.  Yat,  tha  war  remains  ona  of 
tha  laast  undarstood  and  studiad.  Tha  rtaaons  for  this  ara  that  both  Iran  and 
Iraq  ara  politically  astrangad  fraM  tha  U.S.  and  that  thay  ara  parcaivad  as 
Militarily  inapt.  Furthermore,  and  probably  Most  iMportant,  tha  conduct  of 
tha  war  has  not  intarruptad  tha  flow  of  Middle-East  oil  to  tha  West.  This 

lacK  of  study  is  unfortunata  bacausa  banaath  tha  war's  surfaca  lias  a  waalth 

of  Knowladga  for  tha  studant  of  oparationa!  art. 

Parhaps  tha  vary  futility  of  tha  war  stsMS  frow  inadaquata  application  of 

operational  art.  At  prasant  tha  war  has  avolvad  into  a  static  dual 

reminiscent  of  World  War  I,  an  affliction  normally  found  in  conflicts  wanting 
for  direction.  This  lacK  of  operational  vision  has  begotten  tha  futile 
bloodletting  which  is  so  characteristic  of  this  war,  a  war  which  resembles  a 
feud  more  than  a  conflict  fought  to  secure  tha  vital  interests  of  tha  warring 
nations. 

Tha  goal  of  this  monograph  is  simple  but  challenging.  I  will  attempt  to 
divide  tha  war  into  its  component  parts  in  order  to  apply  soma  of  tha  precepts 
of  operational  art  to  analyze  tha  aimless  point  of  tha  war. 

Specifically,  I  will  explore  tha  relationship  between  tha  political  objectives 
and  tha  military  means  employed  to  attain  them.  Ostensibly,  tha  war  is  being 
waged  for  territorial  gain.  In  reality  tha  reasons  for  tha  war, 
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and  its  objectives,  cut  much  deeper.  What  that*  raaaona  art  and  hoi*  they  cam* 
to  be  Mill  ba  axaiainad  in  much  data!). 

A  aacond  focus  Mill  ba  tha  Mar  itself.  It  ia  necessary  to  dlaaact  tha 
fighting  into  ita  diatinct  Military  phaaaa  ao  that  tha  atudant  of  operational 
art  can  aaa  Mhathar  thoaa  phaaaa  ralata  proparly  to  tha  political  objectives. 
Thia  ia  a  riaky  endeavor  ainca  Much  of  tha  inforMation  prow i dad  on  thw  Mar 
comaa  froM  tha  balligaranta  themselves.  To  data,  no  Major  flgura  from  aithar 
aida  haa  racordad  hia  account  of  tha  Mar.  But  tha  riaka  can  ba  mitigatad  by 
examining  aavaral  kay  Morka  Mhich  hawa  undart akan  an  in  dapth  atudy  of  tha 
Mar.  Thaaa  Morka  hawa  primarily  raliad  upon  tha  fora  ion  Broadcaat  Information 
Sarvica  (FBIS)  raporta,  daily  naMapapar  accounta,  and  praatigioua  think  tank 
raporta  aa  a  baaia  for  thair  inwaati gat  Iona,  Making  thia  monograph  Morthwhila 
fur  operational  inaighta. 

A  third  focua  Mill  concantrata  on  tha  cantara  of  grawity  for  aithar  aida 
and  idantify  decisive  points  for  getting  at  the  center  of  gravity.  More 
importantly,  I  Mill  attempt  to  determine  Mhathar  aithar  aida  Mae  able  to 
recognize  tha  other 'a  canter  of  gravity  in  varioua  phaaaa  of  tha  Mar  and 
Mhathar  it  underetood  how  to  attack  it. 

Laetly,  I  Mill  explore  tha  ball igerents'  demonstrated  ability  to 
synchronize  the  elements  of  combat  pomer  bcth  at  tha  tactical  and  operational 
levels.  Tha  ability  to  integrate  tha  tools  of  tha  tactical  and  operational 
commander  are  critical  to  tha  success  of  hia  missions.  Tha  Iran-Jraq  Mar 
provides  clear  proof  of  this  and  is  mot thy  of  study  by  tha  student  of 
operational  art. 

These  constructs  Mill  be  the  focus  of  this  monograph.  But  let  us  start 
Mith  the  historical  and  political  motives  for  tha  Mar. 


IAannnWUIAAf\AAAA  jm, 
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HISTORICAL/ POLITICAL  BACKGROUND 

The  roots  of  the  Iran-Iraq  Wsr  ley  in  antiquity.  Its  eausas  art  complex 
and  interwoven  with  raligious,  political,  economic,  and  nationalistic 
ovartonas.  But  lika  any  war  this  ona  can  ba  categorized  by  two  types  of 
precipitant— general  and  spacific.<2>  "The  general  prac ip i tints  ara  tha 
underlying  eausas  of  tha  conflict,  usually  rootad  in  history,  whila  tha 
spacific  pracipitants  ara  tha  itora  provocative  and  proximate  causes  of 
confl ict.a<3)  Both  types  ara  present  in  this  war  and  they  ara  Kay  to 
understanding  tha  nature  of  this  conflict. 

For  tha  most  part  Iraq's  history  has  baan  ona  of  turmoil  and  violence, 
ns  the  cradle  of  civil ixation,  Iraq  has  been  tha  focal  point  of  numerous 
invasions  throughout  recorded  time<4>,  the  most  significant  being  tha  Islamic 
invasion  in  the  seventh  century  AD.  Arab  armies  rose  rapidly  in  west  and 
spread  outward  from  Mecca,  extending  the  influence  of  Islam  east  of  tha  Zagros 
Mountains.  However,  the  solidarity  of  the  Islamic  faith  was  short  lived. 

Rival  factions  vying  for  control  after  Mohammed's  death  fractured  the  faith 
into  Shia  and  Sunni  sects.  Already  tha  die  had  bean  cast  for  tha  turmoil 
which  would  erupt  in  September  of  1980. 

Iraq's  modern  history  traces  its  roots  to  tha  fallout  of  UU  I.  Tha  League 
of  Nations  ceded  Great  Britain  a  mandate  over  three  vary  diverse  provinces 
which  we  recognize  as  modern  Iraq.  At  tha  time  of  tha  mandate,  this  backwater 
of  the  Arab  world  was  economically  and  socially  deprived.  The  literacy  rate 
was  below  3X,  poverty  was  universal,  and  traditions  of  civil  government 
nonexistent. <3)  "Only  in  the  previous  decade  had  a  nascent  concept  of  Arab 
national  identity  begun  to  spread  amongst  the  small  educated  class,  especially 
amongst  the  Arabs  of  Baghdad  province  who  belonged  to  the  orthodox  Sunni  sect 
which  predominates  throughout  the  rest  of  the  Arab  World. "(6)  Basra  Province 
lay  to  the  south  along  the  Euphrates  River. 
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Its  population  Mat  primarily  Shi  it#  Arab,  tha  taat  at  neighboring  Iran.  In 
tht  north  lay  Hotul  Province  Mhieh  the  Britith  had  to  eonutniantly  talked  the 
Ltagut  into  incorporating  in  tht  ntMly  formed  country.  Tht  lone  tana  effects 
o f  th i t  dtcition  Mould  bt  enormous,  for  Hotul  Mat  tha  provinca  of  tha  fiercely 
independent  Kurds.  HoMtvar,  Britith  Iiaparial  intarattt  rattad  Mlth  oil 
dapotitt  laying  banaath  tha  surface  of  Hotul. 

A  wort  far  rtaching  probl am  for  thit  colt  ago  of  provinctt  Matt  Hom  Mould 
Iraq  bt  govtrntd?  Tha  totution,  for  Mhieh  tha  Ottomans  prapartd  tha  May  and 
Mhieh  tha  Britith  accaptad  at  a  matter  of  convtnitnct,  Mat  that  tha  Sunni 
Arabt  control  lad  avarything.  Thtrt  could  ba  no  othar  May  for  tha  Turks  tinea 
it  Mat  a  mat tar  of  raligiout  doctrina.(7>  To  thit  day  a  Sunni  Arab  minority, 
hailing  axclutivaly  from  tha  city  of  Takrit,  continuat  to  rula  Iraq  backtd  by 
atrong  military  forcat. 

Tha  Takriti's  ability  to  auatain  thit  minority  rula  hat  not  batn  aaty. 
Sinca  tha  Britith  MithdraMal  in  1949,  tha  privilagtd  mambart  of  tha  Sunni  tact 
hava  baan  forcad  to  thara  pornar  Mith  tha  lamer-middle  clatt  Sunni  army 
off icart  Mho  hava  ritan  through  tha  rankt,  off icart  Mho  had  baan  graatly 
influancad  by  Natter's  idaat  of  Pan-Arabiem.  Thay  found  a  forum  for  thair 
baliaft  in  tha  Baath  <Ranaittanca>  Party.  Foundad  in  1943  by  a 
French-educated  Christian  Syrian  intallactual ,  tha  party  Mat  dadicatad  to  tha 
craation  of  a  tingla  Arab  atata  from  Batra  to  tha  Atlantic. <8)  Thut  tha  Sunni 
alita  had  found  a  cauta  in  Mhieh  thay  baliavad  and  Mhieh  Mould  alto  halp  tham 
control  tha  Shiita  Arabt  and  to  tamo  ax  tan t  tha  Shiita  Kurdt.  Nom  tha  Baath 
party  could  justify  i+s  discriminatory  and  dictatorial  policies  against  tha 
majority  in  tha  name  of  Pan-Arab i am. 

Tha  Baath  Regime  formally  seized  poMer  in  19d8  and  immediately  embarked 
upon  its  goal  of  hegemony  in  tha  region.  By  tha  time  tha  ambitious  and 
ruthless  Saddam  Hussain  became  President  and  Commander  in  Chief  in  July  of 
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1979,  Iraq  had  acquired  enough  Military  strength  to  put  some  muscle  behind 
Iraqi  diplomatic  initiatives  and  It*  daaira  for  laadarmhlp  throughout  tho 
region. <9) 

In  comparison  Iran'*  history  has  not  baan  to  volatilei  however,  tha 
Ill «ai c  invasion  of  tha  savanth  cantury  did  ehanga  tha  fundaMantal  natura  of 
tha  Massas.  Aftar  tha  schism  in  tha  Hoslaai  faith,  tha  Shia  sact  pradoMinatad 
throughout  Parsia.  This  branch  of  IsIm  holds  that  all  power  rests  in  tha 
religious  leader,  tha  1mm.  This  differs  from  tha  Sunni  sact  which  Makes 
allowance!  for  tha  division  of  power  between  a  secular  leader,  a  caliph,  and 
an  Iman. 

Tha  genesis  of  Iran's  modern  history  can  be  traced  to  Russian  and  British 
middle  east  imperialism.  In  1907  Brest  Britain  and  Russia  ended  their  feud  by 
dividing  Iran  into  spheres  of  influence.  However,  British  and  Russian 
hegemony  over  Iran  was  only  temporary.  In  1929  Rexa  Khan  led  his  Cossack 
Brigade  in  a  successful  coup  over  Britain's  puppet  government.  But  the  Khan's 
rule  proved  short  lived,  falling  to  a  British  invasion  at  the  outset  of  UU  II. 
As  a  matter  of  convenience  the  British  elevated  Khan's  22-  year  old  son, 
Muhammad  Rexa  Pah1a»’«,  to  the  Peacock  Throne.  After  the  war  the  new  Shah 
began  to  consolidate  his  power  over  all  aspects  of  Iranian  life. 

During  the  fifties  the  Shah  unleashed  his  feared  secret  police  (9AMAK), 
eliminating  all  known  internal  opposition.  These  events  increased  his  power 
significantly  while  decreasing  the  power  of  the  religious  leaders 
proportional ly. 

By  the  mid-sixties  the  Shah's  power  was  absolute,  and  he  was  free  to 
embark  upon  his  goal  of  regional  hegemony.  The  influence  of  the  religious 
leaders  continued  to  wane,  undercut  by  government  promises  of  a  better  way  of 
life  for  the  masses.  Oil  revenues  financed  the  massive  build  up  of  land,  air, 
and  sea  forces.  These  forces  would  be  used  to  counter  Iran's  three 


principal  threatsi  the  ilOO  mil*  border  with  the  Soviet  Union}  the  vulneiable 
tee  lines  of  communications  through  the  Straits  of  Hormuz  and  the  lengthy 
border  with  the  radical  Iraqi  regime. <1Q> 

Th?  most  contentious  portion  of  tha‘  border  and  the  primary  'general' 
precipitant  of  the  war  centered  on  the  Shatt  a 1 -Arab  waterway.  A  127  mile 
long  stretch  of  river  that  constitutes  the  confluence  of  the  Tigris  and 
Euphrates  Rivers. <11>  Its  importance  lay  in  maritime  access,  oil  rights,  and 
national  prestige,  and  its  control  has  been  a  source  of  conflict  throughout 
time. 

In  1847  the  British,  desiring  to  establish  a  steamship  line  on  the  Shatt, 
coerced  the  Ottomans  and  the  Iranians  into  drawing  Iran's  border  as  the 
eastern  (left)  bank  of  the  Shatt,  a  division  which  ran  counter  to  natural 
ethnic  and  cultural  boundaries  of  the  area.  The  new  boundary  separated  Shiite 
Arabic-speaking  brothers  and  brought  Arabic  Khuzestan  under  Persian  control. 
With  this  agreement  Iran  gained  the  right  of  free  navigation  from  the  mouth  of 
the  Shatt  to  the  port  of  Khorramshahr .(12) 

The  discovery  of  oil  in  the  early  1900's  in  Khuzestan  Province  exacerbated 
the  dispute  over  the  Shatt.  Tensions  increased  as  both  countries  asserted 
their  national  rights  to  build  the  bases  of  modern  economic  life —  ports, 
railways,  roads,  oil  facilities,  and  international  trade —  all  converging  on 
the  confluence  of  the  Tigris  and  Euphrates  Rivers. (13) 

The  tension  over  the  Shatt  continued  unabated  well  into  the  20th  century 
as  oil  became  the  means  by  which  both  countries  fueled  their  economies  and 
foreign  policy.  During  the  l?60's  Iran  took  steps  to  protect  its  national 
interest*.  First,  she  decreased  her  dependence  on  Khorramshahr,  the  sole 
conduit  for  export  of  Iranian  oil,  by  building  the  Kharg  Island  oil  terminal. 
Second,  she  set  wheels  in  motion  which  would  reduce  Iraq's  stranglehold  over 
the  Shatt.  The  Shah  began  to  supply  the  Kurdish  rebels  seeking  independence 
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in  northeast  Iraq.  In  response  to  the  Kurdish  unrest,  Iraq  was  compelled  to 
commit  major  portions  of  har  army  in  a  vain  attampt  to  quail  tha  ravolt.  Iraq 
was  so  badly  hurt,  both  aconamically  and  militarily,  that  Saddam  Hussain,  tha 
Foreign  Ministar,  was  obligad  to  sign  tha  Algitrs  Agraamant  on  6  March  1979. 
Undar  tha  tarms  of  tha  agraamant,  Iran  agraad  to  cut  off  all  aid  to  tha  Kurds 
in  raturn  for  estatl ishing  tha  thalwag  (lina  of  daapast  watar)  of  tha  Shatt 
a 1 -Arab  as  tha  naw  intarnat ional  boundary. (14)  Tha  Shah  had  realixed  a  major 
goal,  but  ona  aarnad  at  tha  expense  of  tha  parsonal  humiliation  of  Saddam 
Hussa i n . 

Turning  to  tha  spacific  pracipi tants,  wa  must  axamina  tha  Islamic 
Ravolution  to  undarstand  tha  provocativa  and  proximata  causas  of  tha  war. 

Mora  spacif ically,  wa  must  invastigata  tha  root  causas  of  tha  ravolution,  tha 
rola  of  Khamaini,  its  affact  on  tha  Iranian  armad  forcas,  and  most  importantly 
tha  faar  it  struck  in  tha  haarts  of  tha  Iraqi  laadarship. 

Tha  collapsa  of  tha  Shah's  ragima  was  initiatad  by  popular  rasantmant  ovar 
tha  charactar  and  policial  of  tha  govarnmant.  Tha  primary  raason  for  tha 
Shah's  downfall  lay  in  tha  damastic  raalm.  His  promisas  of  instant  waalth 
attracted  tha  massas  both  figurativaly  and  litarally.  Tha  poor  migratad  to 
tha  citias  only  to  hava  thair  hopas  and  dreams  rapaid  by  a  misarabla  slum 
axistanca.  Tha  ramady  for  tha  majority  of  tha  downtroddan  was  a  raturn  to  tha 
valuas  of  Islam. (19) 

Uhat  tha  ravolution  lacked  was  a  laadar;  however,  tha  Shah's  inapt  ragima 
craatad  ona  by  blaming  tha  Ayatollah  for  instigating  tha  riots  in  tha  holy 
city  of  Qom  in  tha  aarly  part  of  1973.(16)  Khomeini  was  eminently  qualified 
to  lead  tha  ravolution.  In  1964  ha  joined  tha  ant i -govarnmant  demonstrations 
and  was  expelled  from  Iran  to  Najaf,  a  Shia  holy  city  in  southern  Iraq. 

Living  piously  and  preaching  Islamic  valuas,  Khomeini  gained  a  reputation  as  a 
scholar. (17)  It  was  hare  during  his  14  years  of  exile  that  ha  was  able  to 


observe  tht  plight  of  hi*  Iraqi  Shi  it*  brother*  first  hand.  H*  cm*  to  regard 
th*  secu’ar  font  of  government  of  th#  Baath  Regime  a*  inappropr iat*  for 
Muslim*  to  live  under. < 18) 

A*  th*  violence  began  to  increase  throughout  the  summer  of  1978,  th* 
Ayatollah7*  importance  as  a  symbol  to  th*  revolution  increased 
significantly. (19)  Th*  ?hah  regarded  him  as  so  much  of  a  threat  that  he 
enticed  Saddam  Hussein  into  expelling  him  from  Iraq,  a  decision  which  would 
end  up  haunting  Hussein.  By  January  of  1979  th*  situation  deteriorated  so 
badly  that  th*  Shah  fled  the  country.  His  departure  was  followed  shortly 
thereafter  by  th*  return  of  Ayatollah  from  exile  in  Paris. 

Khomeini's  return  to  Iran  was  triumphal)  however,  his  transition  to  power 
was  far  from  smooth.  Urban  guerilla  groups,  both  Islamic  and  Marxist- 
inspired,  had  taken  to  th*  streets  with  uncertain  agendas,  but  they  were  not 
Khomeini's  primary  concern.  His  first  concern  was  the  consolidation  of  th* 
revolution,  and  to  that  end  he  perceived  th*  Shah's  army  to  be  th*  greatest 
threat.  Khomeini  countered  this  threat  by  creating  his  fanatical 
Revolutionary  Guards  and  by  purging  th*  armed  forces  of  its  senior  leadership. 
Within  a  space  of  months,  Khomeini's  henchmen  eliminated 

over  250  generals  (20),  engendering  a  near  total  collapse  of  th*  armed  forces. 
Iran  for  th*  most  part  was  now  defended  by  its  untrained  militia —  th* 
Revolutionary  Guard. 

The  most  provocative  cause  for  th*  war  was  Khomeini's  rise  to  power  since 
it  upset  th*  status  quo,  striking  fear  in  th*  hearts  of  th*  Sunni  leadership 
of  Iraq.  Khomeini's  message  was  simple  but  powerful.  It  rejected  the  Baath 
concept  of  a  national  state  and  rested  instead  on  th*  belief  that  th* 
legitimacy  of  governments  of  Muslim  peoples  derived  from  their  adherence  to 
th*  tenets  of  Shia  Islam. (21)  Th*  Ayatollah  called  upon  his  brother 
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Shiites  across  th*  border  to  ris*  up  in  revolt  and  crush  their  Sunni  masters i 
"Walt*  up  and  toppl*  this  corrupt  regime  in  your  Islamic  country  before  it* 
too  late. *(22)  He  advised  th*  Iraqi  army,  primarily  composed  of  Shia  enlisted 
to  "not  obey  th*  orders  of  th*  foes  of  Islam,  but  join  the  people. (23) 

Th*  message  did  not  consist  of  words  atone.  In  Aprit  of  1980,  an 
assassination  attempt  was  mad*  on  the  life  of  Iraq's  Deputy  Foreign  Minister, 
Tareq  Asia.  Additionally,  evidence  was  produced  which  revealed  that  Iran  was 
providing  materiel  support  to  radical  Shiite  opposition  groups. (24) 

Th*  combination  of  these  events  produced  a  fear  and  uncertainty  th*  Iraqi 
leadership  had  never  encountered  before,  a  fear  which  was  exacerbated  by  th* 
fact  that  they  ruled  a  population  comprised  of  20%  Kurd  and  60%  Shiite 
Arab. (29)  So  great  was  their  fear  of  Iranian ^subversi on,  combined  with  th* 
manifest  inability  of  Khomeini  to  consolidate  th*  revolution,  that  th*  Iraqi 
government  chose  war  to  protect  itself  from  a  perceived  threat  to  its 
existence , (26) 
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MILITARY  OVERVIEW 

The  actual  sparks  which  ignited  tha  Iraqi  invasion  wars  struck  in  lata 
1979.  Iran  escalated  its  anti-Baath  campaign  by  resuming  its  support  for  tha 
Iraqi  Kurds. <27)  This  fighting  was  followed  by  a  sarias  of  bordar  clashas 
over  tha  naxt  10  months  as  Iraq  attamptad  to  coma  to  grips  with  Iran's 
subvarsiva  activitias. 

Bafora  plunging  into  tha  actual  awants  of  tha  war,  it  is  ntcassary  to 
oxamina  tha  military  balance  of  powar  on  tha  ava  of  tha  invasion.  Mora 
spacif ical ly,  to  gain  a  clearer  pictura  of  both  countries'  projected 
capabilitias  ona  must  survay  tha  af facts  of  politicization  on  tha  armad 
forcas,  thair  doctrina,  and  tha  forcas  thamsalvas. 

Khomtini's  rist  to  powar  had  a  significantly  nagativa  impact  on  Iran's 
military  affactivanass.  Tha  ravolutionary  purgas  of  tha  military  and  tha 
concomitant  risa  of  tha  Ravolutionary  Buards  shattarad  any  samblanca  of  unity 
of  affort  among  Iran's  armad  forcas.  Control  of  tha  waakanad  rtgular  army  was 
in  tha  hands  of  tha  much  malignad  Prasidant  and  Commandar  and  Chiaf,  Bani 
Sadr,  whila  powar  ovar  tha  Buards  rasidad  claarly  with  tha  claries  and  tha 
Ayatollah.<28>  Tha  purgas  of  tha  naw  ragima  had  tha  affact  of  raplacing  tha 
army's  U.S. -trained  officar  corps  with  ravolutionary  and  Islamic  off icars,(29> 
tha  lattar  lacking  tha  profassional  training  and  ability  of  tha  formar. 

On  thr  othar  hand,  Iran  was  not  alona  in  tha  dabilitating  affacts  of 
politicization  of  tha  armad  forcas.  Tha  Iraqi  laadars,  who  thamsalvas  had 
coma  to  powar  in  1968  through  a  coup .  consolidated  thair  grip  on  tha  country 
by  purging  tha  high  command  of  all  but  loyal  Sunnis.  Paar  of  a  future  coup 
resulted  in  tying  military  promotions  primarily  to  political  loyalty,  often  at 
the  expense  of  professional  competence.  This  lad  to  a  situation  where  Sunni 
andTakriti  aff il lat ions  ware  the  most  important 
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criteria  for  advancement .  Thus,  for  example,  Saddam  Hussein's  half  brothtr 
ttcurtd  tha  job  of  Chiaf  of  Internal  Security,  while  hit  cousin  was  appointed 
as  Ministar  of  Oafansa  and  Haad  of  tha  Army.<3Q>  Furthermore,  alita  army  and 
air  forca  units  commandad  by  loyal  Sunni  off i cars  wars  statiunad  in  and  around 
Baghdad  and  Takrit  to  protact  Hussain's  ragima  from  intarnal  thraats. 
Consequently,  at  tha  outbraak  of  hostilitias  Hussain  possassad  an  unswervingly 
loyal  high  command  with  quastionabla  military  skills. 

Doctrinal ly,  both  balligarants  antarad  tha  war  with  thair  tactical 
oparations  rootad  in  tha  experiences  of  thair  last  conflict.  Iraq's  inability 
to  supprass  small  Kurdish  guarrilla  units  coup lad  with  har  unwi 1 1 ingnass  to 
•ndura  furthar  larga  nunbars  of  casual ti as  lad  har  to  adopt  a  paculiar  styla 
of  fighting.  Prafarrad  tactics  involvad  locating  tha  anamy  forca,  saaling  off 
its  ascapa  routa,  and  than  mathodically  using  artillary  and  air  powar  to 
disorganiza  tha  dafansa.  Tanks  and  infantry  would  than  advanca  slowly, 
occupying  tha  ground  tha  art  illary  and  air  had  conquered. (31)  It  was  a  casa 
of  machanizad  powar  dafaating  light  forcas. 

Iran's  approach  to  tha  1980  invasion  in  part  can  ba  attributad  to 
axpariancas  gainad  in  tha  Dhofar  campaign  in  Oman  batwaan  1972  and  1979.  Har 
supariority  in  weapons  compared  to  the  DhofaH  rebels  resulted  in  huge  amounts 
of  ammunition  being  expanded  as  a  substitute  for  more  imaginative  tactics. <32> 
Firepower  was  stressed  above  all  else.  This  luxury,  however,  was  short  lived 
in  her  war  with  Iraq  as  arms  embargoes  dried  up  tha  supply  of  ammunition. 

With  a  void  in  tactical  doctrine,  and  without  tha  compensating  leadership,  tha 
only  recourse  was  to  rely  on  massive  manpower —  in  tha  form  of  'human  wave' 
attacks. 

As  for  tha  forces  themselves,  on  tha  ava  of  battle  the  once  proud  Iranian 
Army  could  only  ba  judged  inferior  to  tha  Iraqis.  Iran's  Army  had  lost  over 
135,000  man  through  desertions  and  purges,  and  it  could  field  only  nine 
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undar-strangth  U8  styla  division*  grouped  into  thraa  fiald  irniit.  In 
comparison,  tha  Iraqi  Army  appaarad  quita  strong  with  a  total  of  ovar  200,000 
man  organizad  into  12  Soviat  styla  divisions  groupad  into  thraa  corps. <33> 

Tha  Ravolution  had  also  upsat  tha  air  balanca.  Iran's  supariority  in  U8 
aircraft,  443  varsus  332,  was  dagradad  by  tha  loss  of  pilots,  machanict,  and 
spara  parts  sourcas.  Furtharmora,  dapariing  US  advisars  ramovad  Kay  avionic 
componants  from  Iran's  nawast  F-14's.  Estimatas  mad#  by  Uastarn  analysts  on 
tha  ava  of  tha  invasion  indicatad  that  only  18-30M  of  Iran's  aircraft  wara 
oparational ,<34)  On  tha  othar  hand,  Iraq  was  in  tha  procass  of  modarnizing 
har  flaat  of  Soviat  aircraft  and,  in  fact,  had  achiavad  an  8QZ  oparational 
rata  by  tha  start  of  tha  war.  Howavar,  tha  Iraqi  Air  Forca  possassad  a 
glaring  daficiancy  —  it  lacKad  raconnaissanca  aircraft,  critical  to  all 
nhasas  of  an  air  war. < 33) 

At  saa,  Iran  had  a  claar  supariority.  This  can  ba  tracad  to  Iran's 
parcaption  of  harsalf  as  guardian  of  tha  Farsi  an  Qulf.  Undar  tha  Shah,  Tahran 
had  built  up  a  formidabla  armada.  Although  somawhat  affactad  by  tha  pur gas, 
sha  still  crawad  thraa  dastroyars,  four  frigatas,  four  corvattas,  and  sixtaan 
patrol  boats.  Iraq  in  comparison,  with  only  10  milas  of  coastlina,  mannad 
only  twalva  patrol  boats,  a  vulnarabi 1 i ty  that  would  cost  har. 

INVASION 

Iran's  day  of  infamy  fall  on  tha  22nd  of  Saptambar  1980  whan  Iraqi 
aircraft  bombad  Iranian  airfialds,  attampting  to  gain  air  supariority  ovar  tha 
Iranian  Air  Forca.  Iraq  quickly  followad  this  oparation  with  thraa 
simultanaous  ground  thrusts  across  tha  Iranian  bordar  along  a  700km  front. 

Tha  Iraqi  main  affort  was  dasignad  to  saiza  Khuzastan  Provinca,  hoping  to 
antica  its  Arab  population  into  dafacting  to  tha  Pan-Arabic  cau*a.  All  tha 
whila,  tha  two  sacondary  thrusts  had  as  thair  objactivas  tha  sacuring  of 
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defensible  terrain  protecting  Baghdad  and  cutting  aoutharn  Iran  o ff  4 ram  th* 
no»‘th.  At  ita,  Iraq  remained  on  tha  defense.  Iran  responded  quickly  to  tha 
Iraqi  thrust*,  rebuffing  tha  threat  in  th*  air,  destroying  th*  threat  at  aaa, 
and  neutralizing  th*  threat  on  th*  ground. 

Hoping  to  achieve  result*  reminiscent  of  Israel's  1967  preemptive  air 
strike  against  Egypt,  Iraq  attacked  ten  Iranian  military  airfields  on  the  22nd 

t 

-of  September.  Th*  Iraqi  ploy  to  achieve  air  superiority  failed  because  Iraqi 
air  doctrine  required  its  pilots  to  bomb  enemy  runways  instead  of  itr iking 
parked  aircraft.  Inexplicably,  following  th*  air  force's  failed  mission,  th* 
Iraqi  High  Command  dispersed  Its  aircraft  to  bases  in  Jordan.  Apparently,  th* 
Iraqi  Air  Force  had  lost  faith  in  its  ability  to  stand  up  to  th*  Iranian  Air 
Force.  Iran  did  not  fail  to  seize  the  opportunity,  striking  Baghdad  and 
Iraq's  critical  oil  facilities  on  th*  very  next  day. (3d) 

On  th*  23rd  of  September,  six  of  Iraq's  twelve  divisions  thrust  across  the 
Iranian  border  along  a  700  kca  front.  In  the  north,  a  mechanized  division 
easily  swept  aside  light  Iranian  resistance  capturing  its  objertive,  Qasr-e 
Shir  in  Th*  fall  of  this  outpost  denied  Iran  a  high  speed  approach  to  Iraq's 
heart,  Baghdad.  In  th*  center,  elements  of  another  division  quickly  grabbed 
the  city  of  Mvhran,  denying  Iran  access  to  its  northern  territory  west  of  th* 
Zagros  Mountains  (37)  while  in  th*  south  four  Iraqi  divisions  (three  armored 
and  one  mechanized)  from  III  Corps  invaded  Khuzestan  on  two  axes.  Th* 
remaining  Iraqi  divisions  secured  the  cities  of  Baghdad  and  Takrit,  and 
protected  northern  Ira^  from  the  Kurds.  In  response,  Iran  deployed  four  of 
its  nine  under-strength  divisions  along  the  entire  length  of  its  border  with 
Iraq.  In  th*  north,  on*  infantry  division  was  stationed  at  Urumiyeh  while  a 
second  covered  the  Kurdish  threat  near  Sanandaj.  A  third  was  an  armored 
division  near  Kermanshah  while  th*  fourth,  also  an  armored  division,  was 
stationed  in  Ahvaz.  Its  mission  was  to  protect  Khuzestan  and  shield  Iran's 
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key  air  baa*  at  Dezfu 1.(38)  Th*  remaining  divsion*  were  deployed  around  th* 
country  a*  pictured  on  Hap  12*. 

Hussein's  army  conducted  it*  main  effort  on  th*  Khuz*atan  front.  Iraqi 
fore**  *pr*ad  out,  moving  languidly  toward*  th*ir  obj*ctiv**i  Susangerd, 
Dezful,  and  th*  critical  communication*  hub  of  Ahvaz,  th*  key  to  Khuzestan 
provinc*.  On  th*  2Sth  and  24th  of  8*pt*cb*r,  th*  Iraqi  attack  continued 
sweeping  away  light  r**i*tanc*.  Iraqi  tank*  advanced  in  phases,  with  tanka 
providing  cover  while  Japanese-mad*  bulldozers  and  digging  equipment  carved 
out  hull-down  position*  for  subsequent  bounds. (39)  But  the  attack  began  to 
stall  on  th*  outskirts  of  th*  cities  where  th*  Revolutionary  Guards  stiffened, 
reserves  were  brought  up,  and  the  Iranian  Air  Force  flew  up  to  130  close  air 
support  sorties  per  day  from  th*  24th  thru  th*  28th  of  September .<40 )  Iraqi 
forces  rapidly  turned  to  their  tactical  experiences  of  th*  Kurdish  insurgency, 
substituting  firepower  for  maneuver.  The  war  quickly  took  on  a  World  War  I 
hue. 

It  was  in  this  atmosphere  that  Saddam  Hussein,  on  the  28th  of  September, 
declared  that  his  territorial  objectives  had  been  met  and  that  he  was  prepared 
to  offer  th*  Iranians  cease  fir*  terms. (41)  Apparently  his  statements  were 
mere  propaganda  since  th*  Iraqi  attack  continued  on  th*  southern  Khuzestan 
axis  faring  somewhat  better  but  at  a  much  higher  cost.  Proceeding  without 
close  air  support  but  under  heavy  artillery  support,  a  pur*  armored  division 
reinforced  with  elements  of  a  second  looped  around  Basra,  crossing  th* 

Shatt-al -Arab  to  attack  th*  key  oil  refinery  towns  of  Khorramshahr  and  Abadan. 
Iraqi  armored  forces  then  committed  th*  unpardonable  sin  of  entering  into 
urban  warfare  without  infantry  support  against  a  enemy  they  had  underrated  but 
found  to  be  formidable.  A  mixture  of  Revolutionary  Guards,  naval  cadets, 
regular  forces,  militia,  and  volunteers  decimated  th*  unsupported  tanks  with 
gasoline  bombs  and  antitank  weapon*. 
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The  city  eventually  fell  on  the  13th  of  October,  but  not  before  the  Iraqis 
were  forced  to  take  m  operational  pause  to  train  tht  Presidential  Guard  in 
urban  warfare  tactics.  Th#  pric#  for  capturing  this  lightly  defended  city  mss 
high*  costing  Husstin  ovtr  3*000  casualties  from  his  tilt#  Guard. (42) 

Moreover ,  tht  impact  of  tht  Iraqi  victory  hastened  the  culminating  point 
of  Iraq/s  attack.  Unwilling  to  take  casualties  at  such  a  tremendous  rate* 
Iraqi  forces  laid  siege  to  Abadan,  Khorramshahr's  twin  city  to  the  south. 
Avoiding  a  direct  route  through  the  southern  suburbs  of  Khorramshahr ,  Iraq  put 
a  pontoon  bridge  across  the  Karun  River,  enabling  her  troops  to  move  down  the 
east  bank  of  the  Gahmanshir  River  which  forms  the  eastern  boundary  of  Abadan 
Island. (43)  MeanwhO.  in  order  to  assist  in  the  reduction  of  this  oil 
refinery  town,  the  Iraqi  High  Command  diverted  forces  away  from  the  attack  on 
the  regular  Iranian  armored  division  defending  the  key  city  of  Ahvaz.(44) 
Unable  to  encircle  Abadan  completely,  Iraqi  maneuver  forces  dug  in  while  their 
artillery  attempted  to  crush  the  resistance  with  firepower. 

Fearing  the  consequences  of  excessive  casualties  and  appearing  to  be 
happy  with  his  territorial  gains,  Hussein  halted  his  attack.  Gy  the  middle  of 
November  1980  the  front  followed  the  Kharkheh  river  west  of  Dezful  to  the 
Karun  and  the  east  bank  of  the  Bahmanshir  Rivers. (43)  Iran  responded  by 
shipping  over  200,000  untrained  Revolutionary  Guards  and  other  volunteers  to 
the  front  to  bolster  its  defenses. (44)  These  replacement  transformed  the  war 
again  into  a  UU  I  style  face  off  complete  with  entrenched  positions  and 
massive  artillery  bombardments. 

In  the  air  war,  close  air  support  was  the  exception  rather  than  the  rule 
as  both  air  forces  increasingly  turned  their  attention  towards  counter  value 
targets  (i.e.  oil  terminals,  cities,  tankers)  to  the  exclusion  of  all  others. 
Air  strategy  began  to  follow  Giulio  Douhet's  air  power  theories  by  focusing  on 
the  destruction  of  the  enemies'  economic  infrastructure  through  the  use  of 
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air  power.  On  the  23rd  of  September  1980,  Iranian  aircra-ft  inflicted  heavy 
damage  on  Basra's  oil  refinery,  succaading  in  cutting  tha  Iraqi  oil  pipalina 
through  Turkay.  Meanwhile,  Iraqi  fighters  launchad  tha  first  of  many  attacks 
on  Iran's  largast  oil  axporting  facility  at  Kharg  Island.  By  aarly  1981, 
thasa  attacks  had  cut  oil  axports  from  both  Iran  and  Iraq  to  about  400,000 
barrals  aach  par  day,  compared  to  thair  prawar  totals  of  3.S  million  and  1.4 
million  barrals  par  day,  respectively.(47)  This  was  a  phanomanon  which,  if 
not  haltad,  significantly  would  affact  both  sidas'  abilitias  to  purchasa 
waapons,  ammunition,  and  spara  parts,  and,  in  thaory,  would  and  tha  war. 

At:  saa  Iran's  victory  was  swift,  complata,  and  far  raaching.  On  tha  27th 
of  September  1980,  Iranian  warships  struck  swiftly,  dastroying  Iraq's  two  main 
oil  tarminals  at  Khor  al-Amaja  and  Mina  al  Bakr.(48)  Tha  Iraqi  Navy  attamptad 
to  parry  tha  blow,  but  tha  afforts  cost  har  tha  flaat.  Iraq  amargad  from  tha 
naval  angagamant  with  nothing  but  har  pipalina  to  tha  blast.  Har  ports  wara 
closad,  a  bill 'on  dollar  par  month  foraign  axchanga  was  lost,  44  ships  wara 
trappad  in  tha  Shat t-al -Arab,  and  Iraq  was  unabla  to  stop  Iran  from  supplying 
almost  ancirclad  Abadan. < 49)  From  a  stratagic  parspactiva  Iraq's  naval  lefeat 
reverberated  avan  farther.  Iraq's  inability  to  axport  sufficiant  quantities 
of  oil  f oread  har  to  raly  on  Saudi  Arabia  and  othar  Arab  statas  for  much 
naadad  cash  to  buy  waapons  and  ammunition.  Tha  assistanca  cane  with  strings 
attached  in  the  form  of  limitations  placed  upon  future  Iraqi  operations. 

STALEMATE!  December  1980-  August  1981 

By  December  1980  tha  pattern  of  tha  war  resembled  two  fightars  recovering 
thair  breath  from  tha  first  round  while  bracing  for  tha  next.  Iraq  undertook 
actions  to  fortify  har  newly  won  territories.  On  the  other  hand,  Iran, 
reeling  from  an  internal  power  struggle,  launched  an  ill-fated  attack  towards 
Susangerd  resulting  in  tha  fall  of  its  moderate  leader  in  Teheran,  Bani  Sadr. 
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But  on  the  whole  Iran  used  this  optrational  lull  to  gather  htr  strength  in 
preparation  for  regaining  htr  lost  territorry. 

On  tht  7th  o f  Dtctnbtr  1980,  Husstin  announced  that  Iraq  was  going  over  to 
tht  defensive.  In  reality,  Iraqi  forces  had  assumtd  tht  optrational  defensive 
immediately  after  thtir  failure  to  capturt  Abadan •  Thereafter,  tht  two 
warring  nations  stttltd  into  a  static  war  for  tht  ntxt  nint  months.  Iraq  was 
conttnt  to  dtftnd  htr  occupitd  ttrritorits  whilt  Iran,  smarting  from  htr 
lossts,  prtpartd  for  battlt.  Iran  took  advantagt  of  tht  optrational  paust  to 
hurry  forcts  to  tht  front  and  to  flood  low  lying  Khuztstan  Province.  Tht 
inundation  of  tht  low  artas  cut  tht  Iraqi  main  supply  routts,  isolating  tht 
front  lint  units  from  tht  rtar.  Iraq  counttrtd  by  building  caustways  to 
rtsupply  htr  forward  forcts. 

However,  this  ptriod  was  not  without  military  activity.  In  Dtctmbtr,  an 
Iraqi  mountain  division  launchtd  an  attack  in  tht  vicinity  of  Panjwin, 
osttnsibly  to  stcurt  tht  Kirkuk  oil  fitlds.  In  January,  Iran  undtrtook  a 
major  optration  to  rtlitvt  tht  city  of  Susangtrd. 

Tht  Susangtrd  offtnsivt  is  inttrtsting.  When  Claustwitz  said  that  "war  is 
mtrtly  tht  continuation  of  policy  by  othtr  means, *<50)  ht  was  rtftrring  to 
statt  policy  as  it  ptrtaintd  to  inttrtsts  in  tht  inttrnat ional  tnvironmtnt. 
Bani  Sadr,  whost  position  with  tht  cltrics  was  stvtrtly  straintd,  calculated 
that  a  military  victory  would  htlp  him  consol idatt  his  inttrnal  powtr,  not 
quits  what  Claustwitz  had  in  mind.  Thtrtfort,  on  tht  5th  of  January,  ht 
ordtrtd  three  under-strength  regular  armored  brigades  to  assault  the  Iraqi 
forcts  on  the  outskirts  of  Susangtrd.  Tht  attack  went  forward  without 
infantry  support,  penetrating  almost  to  the  city  of  Hovtyzeh  before  being 
halted  by  Iraqi  forcts.  Tht  Iranians'  failure  to  rupture  the  Iraqi  lint  lay 
more  in  thtir  own  shortcomings  rather  than  in  Iraqi  brilliance.  Iran's 
inability  to  rtsupply  htr  forcts,  coupled  with  htr  unsupported  armor  thrust, 
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doomed  Ban  I  Sadr's  attack.  Over  the  couree  of  this  battle,  Iraq  apparently 
destroyed  over  40  tanks  and  captured  another  100  tanks  which  had  been 
abandoned  after  running  out  of  fue1.<31>  The  roots  of  this  fiasco  stenmed 
from  Iran's  internal  power  struggle  between  Bani  Sadr's  moderates  and  the 
clerics,  a  struggle  which  in  turn  contributed  to  mismanagement  of  the  battle. 
Iran's  failure  did  produce  some  positive  spinoffs.  In  July  Bani  Sadr  fled  the 
country  to  avoid  being  purged,  and  with  his  departure,  Khomeini  established 
the  Revolutionary  Defense  Council,  the  first  step  toward  unity  in  Iran's  war 
effort.<32> 


IRANIAN  COUNTEROFFENSIVE i  September  1981-  June  1982 

In  September  1981  the  Revolutionary  Defense  Council,  its  peace  overtures 
having  been  rejected,  quickly  exerted  its  new  authority,  ordering  its  forces 
to  recapture  lost  Iranian  territory.  To  this  end,  Iran  launched  a  series  of 
major  operations  over  the  next  ten  Qonths.  These  operations,  furious  in  their 
execution,  decimated  numerous  Iraqi  divisions,  compelling  Hussein  to  withdraw 
his  forces  back  to  Iraq. 

In  early  September  Iran  asked  the  Islamic  nations  to  revive  their  efforts 
to  terminate  the  war  through  diplomatic  means.  Iranian  leaders  were  willing 
to  negotiate  an  end  to  the  war  if  Iraq  removed  her  forces  from  Iranian 
soil.<33)  Iraq,  however,  was  unwilling  to  sacrifice  her  hard  won  territorial 
gains  without  a  commitment  from  Iran  to  terminate  her  subversive  activities. 

Iran  countered  Iraq's  refusal  to  negotiate  with  battle.  On  the  26th  of 
September  two  Iranian  infantry  divisions  with  supporting  armor  and  artillery, 
attacked  Iraqi  positions  along  the  Bahmanshir  River  side  of  Abadan  Island. (34) 
Iranian  infantry  infiltrated  Iraqi  battle  positions,  forcing  them  to  withdraw 
behind  the  Karun  River,  thus  lifting  the  siege  of  Abadan. 
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Both  side*  {ought  well,  but  tha  Iranian  infantry'*  will  ingnats  to  dia  in 
frontal  assault*  carried  tha  day. < 33)  Again,  Iran's  'human  wave'  assaults 
wars  nacassitatad  by  shortagas  of  spara  parts  and  ammunitions 36)  Manpower 
was  a  rasourct  Tahran  could  afford  to  expand,  much  mora  so  than  aquipmant  and 
bullats,  and  expend  than  sha  did. 

Following  tha  Abadan  succass  Iran  switchad  har  oparations  ouar  130  kms  to 
tha  north.  Apparantly,  Iran  was  mora  concerned  with  ragaining  tarritory  than 
following  up  on  tha  victory  in  tha  south.  On  tha  2?th  of  Novambar,  Iranian 
forcas  launchad  oparation  'Jarusalam  Way'  in  tha  vicinity  of  Bostan-Susange*  , 
racapturing  Bostan,  again  by  using  'human  wavt'  tactics.  Tha  raoccupation  of 
Bostan  exacerbated  Iraq's  logistical  problams,  compelling  Iraq  to  shift  har 
lints  of  supply  far  to  the  south  for  har  forcas  in  tha  Ahvaz  area. (57) 

Tha  war  returned  to  its  static  form  in  December  with  tha  beginning  of  tha 
winter  rains  until  the  inactivity  was  broken  in  mid-March  whan  Iraq's  Deputy 
Fremier  declared  that  Iraq  was  prepared  to  withdraw  from  Iranian  territory, 
once  negotiations  had  begun  and  showed  satisfactory  progress. < 58)  Iran's 
reply  came  in  tha  form  of  tha  largest  oparation  to  data  in  the  war. 

Gn  the  22nd  of  March  Iran  kicked  off  Oparation  'Undeniable  Victory', 
switching  its  operational  direction  from  Bostan  80  kms  north  to  the 
Shush-Dezful  area.  Iran  attacked  with  four  division  equivalents,  including 
soma  30,000  Revolutionary  Guards.  The  Iraqis  countered  with  tha  Fourth  Army, 
consisting  of  two  armored  and  one  mechanized  divisions, <39>  while  tha  Iraqi 
Air  Force  generated  over  150  sorties  in  support  of  the  ground  operations.  All 
the  while,  Iran  kept  its  70-90  operational  fighters  on  tha  ground. <60)  This 
oparation  proved  to  be  Iran's  most  successful  to  data.  Iranian  'human  waves' 
decimated  three  Iraqi  divisions  and  forced  them  back  to  the  border.  Iraq  was 
forced  to  taka  desperate  measures  to  stem  tha  Iranian  onslaught. 
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Huts* in  ordtrtd  foreign  worker*  and  children  to  the  front  to  buttress  the 
front  lines. (41) 

Iran  followed  its  success  in  the  north  with  Operation  'Jerusalem'  on  the 
24th  of  April.  This  operation  was  launched  on  a  300  km  front  extending  from 
Al'Amarah  in  the  north  to  Khorramshahr  in  the  south.  Iraqi  forces  in  the 
vicinity  of  Ahvaz  crumbled,  and  Iranian  forces  quickly  established  a 
bridgehead  over  the  weit  bank  of  the  Karun  River.  Meanwhile,  over  70,000 
Iranians  attacked  Khorramshahr,  threatening  the  defenders  with  encirclement. 
These  setbacks  forced  Saddam  Hussein  to  take  drastic  action.  Unwilling  to 
lose  any  more  men,  Hussein  ordered  the  withdrawal  of  the  two  divisions 
defending  Khorramshahr,  leaving  behind  a  large  quantity  of  equipment  and, 
reportedly,  12,000  prisoners. (42) 

STALEMATE ,  IRAN  ON  THE  OPERATIONAL  OFFENSIVE 
July  1982-February  1984 

By  July  of  1982  the  war  underwent  another  fundamental  change.  Hussein 
expanded  his  army  and  prepared  the  nation  for  a  long  war.  Iraqi  ground 
actions  were  limited  to  purely  defensive  operations  while  her  air  effort 
attempted  to  destroy  the  Iranian  economic  infrastructure  as  a  poor  substitute 
for  her  ground  actions.  Iran,  having  regained  her  lost  territory,  decided  to 
invade  Iraq.  However,  Iran's  operational  focus  was  far  from  clear  as  she 
launched  major  operations  up  and  down  the  frontier  as  if  looking  for  a  weak 
spot  in  Iraqi  defenses. 

After  22  months  of  war  Saddam  Hussein  understood  that  he  could  not  win  a 
war  of  attrition  with  Iran.  All  Hussein  had  to  show  for  his  efforts  was 
90,000  dead,  nearly  90,000  Iraqi  POU's,  a  disrupted  economy,  the  loss  of  over 
$100  billion  in  oil  facilities  and  revenues,  and  a  Shiite  poputtion  far  more 
vulnerable  to  Khomeini's  subversion  than  when  the  war  began. (43)  His  hop*  of 
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tnt icing  tht  Shi  it#  Arab#  (Iranians)  of  Khuzastan  Provinc#  to  ravolt  against 
Khomaini  had  vanished.  Th#  only  posit iv#  outcoma  for  Hussain  Mas  his 
continuation  in  powar. 

To  sacura  his  rula,  Hussain  appaars  to  hava  ambarkad  in  mid-Juna  1982 
upon  a  stratagy  of  exhaustion.  At  ona  and  of  tha  spectrum,  Hussain  envisioned 
accapting  battle  on  tha  ground  in  a  defensive  postura,  Mhila  at  tha  othar  and 
ha  plannad  to  usa  his  overwhelming  air  supariority  to  attack  Iran's 
infrastructura.  Tha  Iraqi  laadar,  it  appaars,  hopad  that  tha  air  Mar  Mould 
exhaust  Iran  materially  ovar  time. 

On  tha  20th  of  Juna  1982,  as  tha  first  phasa  of  his  naw  stratagy,  Hussain 
announcad  that  all  Iraqi  troops  Mould  ba  Mithdrawn  from  Iranian  tarritory.  Ha 
still  hopad  that  this  gastura  Mould  antic#  tha  Iranians  to  tha  bargaining 
tabla.  Tha  ploy  fail  ad  to  nova  tha  Iranians  Mho  Mara  axpar lancing  tha 
auphoria  of  a  parcaivad  victory  ovar  tha  infidals.  Tha  Iraqis,  honavar,  had 
not  fai lad  to  maka  praparations  for  this  possibility.  In  tha  fall  of  1981, 
Hussain,  having  anvisionad  such  circunstancas,  ordarad  tha  construction  of  an 
axtansiva  dafansiva  lina,  consisting  of  aarthan  Malls,  outposts,  and  firing 
positions  along  tha  antira  frontiar.  Additionally,  ha  doublad  tha  siza  of  tha 
army  from  12  to  20  divisions.  Tha  Iraqi  High  Command  immadiataly  daployad 
this  anlargad  forca  bahind  its  n#M  fortifiad  front.  Ill  Corps,  comprisad  of 
aight  divisions,  dafandad  tha  southarn  sactor  in  tha  vicinity  of  Basra,  thraa 
divisions  Mara  daployad  along  tha  critical  cantral  sactor  dafanding  Baghdad, 
and  tMO  divisions  dafandad  tha  northarn  front.  Tha  ramaindar  Mara  hald  in 
stratagic  reserve. (64) 

Tha  dacision  to  axpand  tha  Mar  claarly  lay  Mith  tha  Iranians  noM. 

Following  Hussain's  announcamant  of  Mithdrawal  an  acrimonious  dabata  took 
pi  act  among  tha  Iranian  poMar  alitas  ovar  whathar  to  invada  Iraq.  Tha 


Argument  in  favour  of  invasion,  which  won  out,  seems  to  have  bttn  a 
combination  of  ideology,  vindictiveness,  And  revolutionary  hubris. (65) 
Thereafter,  Khomeini  dismissed  Iraq'*  offer  At  ‘too  late*  And  escalated  hit 
wtr  tint  to  not  only  include  the  overthrow  of  Huttein  but  Alto  8150  billion  in 
reparations. (64) 

On  the  13th  of  July  1982,  Khomeini's  Jihad  entered  into  a  new  phase —  the 
invAtion  of  Iraq.  Four  regular  divitiont  preceded  by  30,000  Revolutionary 
Ouardt  (Operation  'Ramadan')  thrutt  toward  the  Iraqi  city  of  Batra  from  the 
northeatt.  The  Iranian  'human  wave'  aatault  broke  againtt  Iraq't  fortified 
defentet  and  wat  repul  ted  when  Iraqi  artillery  began  firing  tear  gat  and  high 
explosive  ammunition.  However,  the  fervor  of  the  Ouardt  attack  did  not  waver 
un*}*  ita  fifth  contecutive  attack  tome  9  dayt  later.  For  all  itt  efforts, 
Iran  gained  a  worthless  strip  of  marsh  land  north  of  Batra  about  1*2  miles 
wide  and  10  miles  long.  It  cost  Iran  27,000  lives!<67) 

There  are  many  reasons  for  the  Iranian  disaster.  Iran  could  no  longer 
muster  many  of  her  tanks,  artillery  pieces,  and  combat  aircraft  imperative  for 
combin*  .  arms  warfare.  The  store  of  war  materiel  had  dissipated  from 
attrit  .•  4  arms  embargoes,  and  loss  of  oil  revenues.  As  a  result  Iran  turned 
even  more  to  the  one  resource  she  possessed  in  abundance— manpower .  Once 
again,  lrar  substituted  'human  wave'  attacks  for  combined  arms  warfare, 
displayir  \n  utter  disregard  for  human  life.  The  impact  of  this  switch  was 
profound.  The  Revolutionary  Guards  had  became  the  backbone  of  Iranian 
attacks,  and  the  regular  army  reduced  its  participation  to  the  lowest  level 
possible. (48)  Iran's  operational  mobility,  to  a  great  extent,  was  now  limited 
to  the  speed  of  her  foot  soldiers.  Additionally  in  a  major  disconnect, 
Khomeini  released  his  surviving  veterans  as  a  reward  for  expelling  the 
infidels  from  Iran.  This  was  a  major  relief  for  the  veteran  soldiers,  but  a 
heavy  loss  for  the  country. 
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In  early  August,  Huts* in  activated  th*  other  urn  of  hit  exhaustion 
strategy.  The  Iraqi  Air  Force  intensified  its  efforts,  striking  oil 
facilities,  ports,  tankers,  and  ships  sailing  into  and  out  of  Iran. 
Additionally,  Iraq  launched  a  series  of  air  strikes  against  Iran's  main  oil 
exporting  terminal  at  Kharg  Island.  These  strikes  had  the  impact  of  reducing 
Iran's  oil  exports  from  a  high  of  S.2  million  barrels  per  day  <fffBD>  in  1978 
to  1.7  tfIBD  in  1983. (49)  Iraq's  ability  to  strike  Iran  with  impunity  can  be 
attributed  to  Iran's  difficulties  in  keeping  her  90  combat  aircraft 
operational . 

On  the  ground  Iran  launched  two  more  major  operation  similar  to  Operation 
'Ramadan'.  On  the  30th  of  September,  Iran  shifted  her  operational  focus  430 
kms  northward  to  Nandal 1 .  Operation  'Ibn  Aqil'  scored  significant  gains  near 
the  border  south  of  Qasr-e  Shir  in,  but  failed  to  break  the  Iraqi  line.  In 
November,  Iran  launched  Operation  'Nuharram'  west  of  Dexful ,  making  very 
little  progress. (70) 

During  1983,  Iran  continued  to  employ  the  same  tactics  as  in  Operation 
'Ramadan',  this  time  shifting  her  operational  focus  up  and  down  the  frontier 
as  if  she  were  probing  for  a  vulnerable  point  in  the  Iraqi  defense.  In 
February,  Operation  'Behold  the  Oawn  I'  was  launched  in  the  vicinity  of  Basra, 
resulting  in  minimal  gains.  In  July,  Iran  shifted  the  focus  over  720  kms 
north  to  Piranshahr.  'Behold  the  Dawn  II'  managed  to  secure  the  key  base  of 
Hajj  Omran  but  lacked  the  logistics  capability  to  mount  a  sustained  offensive 
across  difficult  mountainous  terrain. (71)  In  August  Iran  again  shifted 
operations  400  kms  south  to  an  area  west  of  Mehran.  Again,  the  Iranians 
achieved  moderate  gains,  as  usual,  at  the  expense  of  large  numbers  of 
casualties.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  during  this  battle,  Iraq 
counterattacked  wi th  armored  forces  for  the  first  time  in  12  months.  This 
Iraqi  "flashing  sword  of  vengenace"  was  dulled  by  a  lack  of  combined  arms 


23 


tactic*  and  suffered  defeat  on  the  Iranian  defensive  1 i no . < 72>  In  October, 
Iran  again  moved  tha  focus  260  Kins  north  to  tha  village  o f  Panjwin.  Tha 
raaulta  wart  similar. 

A*  tha  war  movad  into  1984,  Iran  modified  har  oparational  thrust  but 
ratainad  har  old  tactics.  Iraq,  on  tha  othar  hand,  ratainad  har  oparational 
approach  but  intensified  har  tactics  by  employing  mustard  gas  to  stam  tha 
Iranian  hordas. 

By  aarly  Fabruary,  Iran  had  amassad  a  sizabla  force  of  ouar  300,000  along 
tha  frontier  running  from  Mahran  in  tha  north  to  Dahlonan  in  tha  south.  Thasa 
forces  wara  poisad  to  taka  part  in  Oparations  'Dawn  V  and  VI'  which  had  as 
thair  aim  Basra.  Taking  this  city  would  result  in  the  cutting  off  of  a 
sizabla  population  cantar  and  control  of  one-sixth  of  Iraq's  proven  oil 
rasarvas.  Tha  Iranians  attacked  along  tha  170km  front  cutting  the 
Baghdad-Basra  road  temporarily,  but  tha  attack  failed  for  a  lack  of  combined 
arms  tactics.  Tha  Iraqi  goveri*sent  televised  coverage  revealing  tha  carnage 
along  tha  edges  of  water  barriers  and  entrenched  forward  positions.  Western 
sources  estimated  that  Iran  suffered  seven  times  more  casualties  than  Iraq  and 
lost  upwards  of  13,000  man  during  two  weeks  of  battle. <73) 

Throughout  March  Iran  continued  to  push  har  forces  towards  Basra, 
capturing  a  few  insignificant  islands  north  of  the  city.  During  these 
engagements  Iranian  field  commanders  continued  to  push  units  forward, 
attempting  to  counter  minefields  and  barbed  wire  with  human  masses.  The 
results  were  appalling.  During  'Dawn  V  and  VI',  Iran  lost  over  40,000 
casualties  versus  a  maximum  of  f,000  for  Iraq. (74) 
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TANKER  WAR i  INTERNATIONALIZATION  OF  THE  CONFLICT 


March  1984-December  1984 

In  1984  the  war  shifted  away  from  tha  battlafialda  to  tha  vita)  oi) 
shipping  lanas  of  tha  Parsian  Bolt.  Iraq,  having  long  tinea  tirad  of  tha 
futile  war,  embarked  upon  a  naw  stratagy  which  tha  hopad  would  compel  Iran  to 
aattla  tha  conflict  at  tha  bargaining  tab)#.  Iraq  undar took  actions  which  tha 
baliavad  would  draw  tha  US  Into  tha  conflict,  compelling  Iran  to  tha  settle 
war  peacefully.  Iran  countered  by  striking  Iraq's  financial  supporters, 
hoping  to  curtail  their  support  of  Iraq. 

On  tha  27th  of  March,  Iraq's  newly  acquired  French  Super  Etandard 
fighter-bombers  struck  two  small  foreign-owned  oil  tankers  south  of  Kharg 
Island  with  Exocat  missiles.  By  this  action,  Iraq  hopad  to  provoke  Iran  into 
an  extrewe  reaction,  such  as  attempting  to  close  tha  Strait  of  Hormuz. 

Hussein  apparently  reasoned  that  such  a  move  on  Iran's  part  would  draw  the 
United  States  into  the  region,  thus  helping  to  bring  about  a  peaceful 
settlement  of  the  war. (79) 

Hussein's  logic  was  not  far  from  right  since  the  US  did  warn  Iran  of  the 
dire  consequences  of  closing  the  Strait.  What  doomed  Iraq's  strategy  was  her 
failure  to  concentrate  her  air  power  in  time  and  space.  Over  the  next  10 
months,  Iraq  averaged  only  4  strikes  per  month  on  international  shipping  and 
Iranian  oil  terminals.  These  air  strikes  inflicted  considerable  damage  to  the 
Kharg  Island  oil  facility,  weakening  Iran's  economy.  However,  the  Iraqi  Air 
Force's  sporadic  approach  to  attacking  foreign  tankers  failed  to  halt  Iran's 
shipment  of  oil  to  the  outside  world.  Iran  countered  Iraq's  strategy  by 
simply  acquiring  a  small  fleet  of  shuttle  tankers  to  move  oil  from  Kharg 
Island  to  the  south  Gulf.  By  moving  the  oil  in  this  manner,  Iran's  small 
shuttle  tankers  could  tranship  oil  to  foreign  super  tankers  in  the  relative 
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Mfity  o f  southern  Bulf.  Thus,  the  for* i gn  tanker*  wort  spared  th*  perilous 
Journey  up  the  Bulf  to  Kharg  Island. 

Meanwhile,  Iran  did  not  sit  by  idly  while  Iraq  struck  the  targets  to  vital 
to  tbs  support  ot  hsr  Mar  effort.  Iran  retaliated  by  striking  oil  tankers 
earned  by  Iraq's  financial  supporters.  On  the  24th  of  April,  Iran  hit  a  large 
Saudi  owned  tanker.  She  followed  this  strike  up  with  an  attack  on  a  Kuwaiti 
tanker  near  Bahrain  on  the  13th  of  May.<74>  In  all,  throughout  the  remainder 
of  1984,  Iran  struck  17  international  targets,  mostly  Saudi  and  Kuwaiti 
tankers. <77>  By  focusing  her  attacks  on  these  two  Sunni  Arab  states,  Iran 
hoped  to  coerce  them  into  curtailing  their  support  for  Iraq.  The  strategy 
failed. 

However,  the  Iraqi  strategy  to  draw  the  US  into  the  Bulf  did  work  to  a 
United  degree.  In  June,  the  U8  introduced  airborne  warning  and  control 
system  aircraft  <AUACS)  and  air  refueling  tankers  into  the  region  to  assist 
the  Saudis  in  limiting  the  tanker  war  in  the  northern  Bulf. (78)  This 
operation  would  serve  as  the  precursor  to  the  introduction  of  U8  warships  into 
the  Bulf  in  response  to  continued  Iranian  attacks  on  Kuwaiti  tankers  in  1987. 

STALEMATE i  January  If 85- January  1984 

As  the  war  moved  into  the  latter  part  of  1984,  Iran  shifted  her  tactical 
approach  from  frontal  assault  to  infiltration.  The  strain  of  suffering 
enormous  casualties  during  mass  'human  wave'  assaults  apparently  engendered  a 
need  for  change.  Iran  took  advantage  of  the  lull  in  ground  combat  to 
reorganize  her  infantry  forces,  training  them  to  conduct  more  orderly  and 
better  structured  mass  attacks. <79)  Iranian  ground  operations  during  this 
phase  of  the  war  were  limited,  focusing  primarily  on  Basra.  The  majority  of 
th*  fighting  took  place  in  the  air  and  sea  as  both  sides  continued  to  attempt 
to  disrupt  th*  other's  economy. 
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On  11  March,  Iran  launched  htr  first  major  offensive  of  the  year  towards 
Basra.  Employing  h*r  new  tactics,  Iran  thrust  seven  divisions  north  of  Qurna, 
hoping  to  cut  Basra  off  from  tha  ramaindar  of  Iraq.  Iran's  infiltration 
tactics  workad  suparbly  in  tha  marshy  araas  north  of  Basra,  forcing  tha  Iraqis 
back  to  tha  Basra/Baghdad  highway  naar  Qurna.  Iraq  countarattackad 
succassful ly,  throwing  tha  Iranians  back  to  tha  bordar.  Both  sidas  suffered 
haavily  with  Iraq  losing  upwards  of  12,000  man  whila  Iran  lost  closa  to 
20,000.  Tha  nat  effect  of  this  oparation  was  that  it  convincad  botn  sidas  of 
tha  corractnass  of  thair  tactics. (80)  Howavar,  avan  though  tha  Iraqis  wara 
succassful,  thair  population  basa  could  not  afford  a  larga  numbar  of  thasa 
‘victorias".  Apparantly,  this  situation  lad  tha  Iraqi  High  Command  to  amploy 
chamical  waapons  in  tha  lattar  stagas  of  tha  battla  which  rasultad  in  tha 
daaths  of  a  sizable  portion  of  Iran's  20,000  killed. (81) 

Tha  ramaindar  of  tha  fighting  in  1983  took  placa  in  tha  air  and 
tha  saa.  From  August  through  Oacambar,  Iraq  pounded  Kharg  Island  with  ovar  40 
air  strikas.<82)  Again,  Iraq  was  attainting  to  substituta  air  powar  for  har 
poor  showing  on  tha  ground  war.  Iran  raspondad  by  harassing  foraign  shipping 
in  tha  Gulf  with  its  Navy.  By  Saptsmbar  of  1983,  a  total  of  mora  than  130 
ships  had  baan  attackad  by  both  sidas  sinca  aarly  1984.(83) 

FAU  COUNTEROFFENSIVE i  Fabruary  1984 
In  Fabruary,  Iran  undertook  oparations  to  break  tha  deadlock.  Iran 
launched  'Dawn  VIII',  its  most  ambitious  and  daring  oparation  to  data.  Iran's 
cross  watarway  invasion  was  dasignad  to  anvalop  Basra  from  tha  south  and  to 
put  direct  pressure  on  Kuwait.  This  operation  employed  infiltration  tactics 
and  a  modicum  of  deception  which  most  likely  was  tha  raal  arbiter  of  her 
success.  Iran  achieved  tactical  and  operational  surpise,  forcing  Iraq  to 
move  reserves  to  tha  Faw  area  in  order  to  halt  tha  Iranian  threat. 
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On  tha  9th  of  Fabruary,  Iran  thrust  190,000  man  across  ths  bordtr  in  two 
diractions.  A  fixing  attack  took  placs  ntar  Basra,  tying  down  tha 
prapondaranca  of  tha  Iraqi  forcas  in  tha  south  whila  tha  main  affart  mada  an 
amphibious  crossing  of  tha  Shatt-al-Arab  naar  Faw  in  racraational  spaad  boats. 
Six  Ravolutionary  Guard  <RG>  divisions,  fiva  indapandant  RG  brigadas,  a  d  four 
ragular  army  ragimants  (84)  crossad  tha  watarway  at  saparata  sitas  unda,  tha 
covar  of  darknass.  Iraq's  haavily  machanizad  forcas  could  not  handla  thasa 
multipla  threats.  Nor  had  thay  anticipatad  Iran's  ability  to  infiltrata  ovar 
watar  barriars.  Tha  surprisa  rasultad  in  a  panicky  withdrawal  abandoning  Faw 
to  Iran.<85> 

Tha  loss  of  Faw  sant  shock  wavas  ravarbarating  around  tha  Gulf.  Kuwait 
lay  axposad  just  across  tha  Khawr  Abd  Allah  watarway,  whila  tha  way  to  Basra 
lay  open  from  tha  south. 

Iraq  attamptad  to  stam  tha  Iranian  attack  with  air  powar,  ganarating 
upwards  of  savaral  hundrad  sortias  a  day.  Tha  rasults  of  this  oparation  wara 
mixed.  Iraq  claims  to  hava  kill  ad  350  Iranian  soldiars  par  day  whila  Iran,  on 
tha  othar  hand,  claims  to  hava  shot  down  roughly  7  Iraqi  fightars  during  tha 
sama  tima  period. (86)  But  whan  tha  dust  sattlad,  Tahran  was  still  kaaping  har 
25,000  infantryman  on  tha  Faw  Paninsula  suppliad,  thus  damonstrating  tha 
inability  of  Iraq's  Air  Forca  to  dastroy  tha  critical  bridgas  ovar  tha 
Shatt-al-Arab.  Howavar,  Iraq  usad  tha  tima  bought  by  tha  air  strikas  to 
transfar  targa  numbars  of  machanizad  rasarvas  to  Faw,  using  this  haavily 
machanizad  forca  to  launch  a  three  prongad  counterattack  down  tha  paninsula, 
slowly  crushing  tha  Iranian  light  infantry  with  mathodical  tactics  of  multipla 
rocket  launchar  barragas  followad  by  tha  rush  of  infantry  and  tanks. 

As  tha  fighting  collapsad  on  marshy  araa  surrounding  Faw,  tha  Iranian 
defenses  stiffanad.  Iranian  artillary  was  abla  to  support  its  infantry, 
halting  Iraq's  countarattack  on  tha  outskirts  of  Faw.  Tha  Iraqi  forcas 
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quickly  astablishad  strong  dafansiva  positions)  snd  tht  war  ragainad  its 
static  ‘form. 

Iran  managad  to  ratain  sons  120  squart  mi  las  of  tha  Faw  Paninsula  avan  in 
tha  faca  of  Iraqi  air  supariority.  But  har  af for ts  to  achiava  a  stratagic 
victory  wara  nagatad  dua  to  tha  lack  of  combi  nod  arms  capabilitlas  and  har 
failura  to  provida  an  oparational  rasarva. 

POST  FAU 

Tha  ram&indar  of  tha  war  is  bayond  tha  scopa  of  this  analysis.  Howavar, 
as  of  this  writing  it  still  ranains  assantially  a  static  war  raminiscant  of  UW 
I.  Iraq  continuas  to  usa  air  powar  and  chanical  waapons  as  a  poor  substituta 
for  har  ineffactual  ground  oparations.  Tha  *Tankar  War*  has  incraasad  in  siza 
and  intansity  with  tha  US  taking  on  an  activa  rola  as  tha  protactor  of  Iraq's 
financial  supportars.  On  tha  othar  hand,  Iran  has  continuad  to  flip  flop 
batwaan  tha  usa  of  massiva  frontal  assaults  and  infiltration  attacks  hoping  to 
find  a  waak  point  on  tha  Iraqi  frontiar.  In  tha  8ulf  Iran  has  baan  placad  on 
tha  horns  of  a  dilama.  Haw  doas  sha  continua  to  harass  Gu'f  shipping  without 
drawing  tha  US  furthar  into  tha  conflict?  For  tha  Iranians  tha  war  ranains 
assantially  raligious  in  its  ovartonas  and  until  sana thing  or  somaona  changas 
that  tha  war  will  drag  on  with  no  and  in  sight. 
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Tht  <His>  Application  of  Optrational  Art 


1.  Th*  relation  of  political  objectives  to  oporational  campaigns. 

Lot  us  bagin  our  analysis  o‘  th#  Jran-Irtq  war  by  examining  th* 
rtlationship  b*tw**n  political  objectives  and  military  means.  P*rhaps  on*  of 
th*  most  quot*d  phras*s  of  military  theory  can  b*  attributed  to  Carl  von 
Clausewitz  who  posited  that  "war  is  merely  a  continuation  of  policy  by  other 
means. "(87)  On  the  surface  this  maxim  seems  simplistic  but  in  practice  it 
becomes  more  complicated!  especially  when  policy  is  not  consistent  with  th* 
means.  But  Clausewitz  did  not  fail  to  modify  his  maxim  to  account  for  this 
phenomenon  when  he  wrotei  "The  political  object  is  th*  goal,  war  is  th*  means 
of  reaching  it,  and  means  can  never  be  considered  in  isolation  from  their 
purpos*."<88> 

In  the  summer  of  1980  Saddam  Hussein  faced  such  a  dilemma—  how  to 
reconcile  his  political  objectives  with  his  military  means?  Th*  Ayatollah 
Khomeini's  subversive  efforts  to  undermine  Hussein's  Baath  Party  were 
beginning  to  crack  th*  confidence  of  Iraq's  minor i ty  Sunni  leadership.  To 
remove  Khomeini's  revolutionary  threat,  which  transcended  Iran's  borders  and 
aimed  for  th*  Shia  majority,  th*  Iraqi  high  command  recommended  war.  But  to 
eliminate  Khomeini  required  Iraq  to  embark  upon  total  war,  a  strategy  which 
would  have  been  inconsistent  with  Iraq's  means.  This  becomes  all  too  clear 
when  one  examines  th*  map.  Iran,  unlike  Iraq,  is  blessed  with  strategic  depth 
as  evidenced  by  Tehran's  distance  from  th*  border. 

But  Clausewitz  provides  an  answer  to  th*  Iraqi  dilemma  in  Chapter  Seven  of 
Book  Eight  in  On  Uiar — "Th*  Limited  Ainu  Offensive  War."  "Even  when  w*  can 
not  hope  to  defeat  the  enemy  totally  a  direct  and  positive  aim  is  possible) 
th*  occupation  of  part  of  his  terr i tory."<8?)  Clausewitz  clearly  envisioned 
this  piece  of  "territory"  as  a  bargaining  chip  in  a  forthcoming 


paaca  satt lament.  It  appears  the  Iraqi  high  command  choaa  1  ini  tad  war  for 
several  reasons.  First,  Iran  appeared  to  be  in  a  state  of  turmoil  with 
divargant  groups  vying  for  political  powar.  Sacond,  Khuzastan  Provinca,  tha 
object  of  Iraq's  limitad  land  grab,  was  populatad  by  an  Arab  majority. 

Hussain  hopad  to  angandar  mass  dafactions  to  his  Pan-Arab  causa  with  tha  Iraqi 
invasion  of  Iran,  thus  promoting  Khomaint's  loss  of  faca  and,  in  turn,  his 
downfall.  Lastly,  a  stata  of  war  batwaan  tha  two  countrias  which  would  not 
and  in  a  Iraqi  dafaat  tamporarily  would  attain  Hussain's  political  objactiva 
of  ramaining  in  powar.  For  him,  not  losing  was  winning.  Howavar,  what 
naithar  Clausawitz  nor  Hussain  could  forasaa  was  Iran's  raaction  to  Iraq's 
limitad  war. 

Tha  failura  of  Iraq's  military  stratagy  to  ovarthrow  Khomaini  can  ba  tracad 
in  part  to  tha  Iraqi  High  Command's  failura  to  apply  tha  principlas  of 
oparational  art  (analyzad  latar).  From  that  point  on,  military  maans  no 
longar  wara  tha  primary  arbitar  of  military  campaigns  for  aithar  sida.  Aftar 
Iraq's  initial  attampt  to  attain  its  political  objactivas  failad,  tha 
influanca  of  raligion,  domastic  politics,  and  damographics  rosa  in  importanca 
as  critical  considarat ions  in  tha  dasign  of  campaigns. 

Raligion  has  had  a  profound  impact  on  tha  political  objactivas  of  both 
sidas  which  in  turn  hava  influancad  tha  shapa  of  campaigns.  In  Iran's  casa 
ona  could  add  a  corollary  to  Clausawitz's  dictum  of  war  baing  maraly  a 
■continuation  of  policy  by  othar  maans. *<90)  Instaad  war  would  ba  a 
continuation  of  raligion  by  othar  maans.  This  bacama  all  too  claar  to  Iraq 
aftar  Hussain  unilatarally  withdraw  his  forcas  from  Iran  in  Juna  of  1982. 
Islamic  idaology,  couplad  with  Khomaini's  vindicti vanass,  surged  forward  to 
forga  Iran's  naw  political  objactiva — tha  ovarthrow  of  Hussain  and  tha  Baath 
Party.  This  goal  has  halpad  shapad  Iranian  campaigns  to  tha  prasant, 


providing  th*  just  if  lent  ion  for  sanding  hundreds  of  thousands  of  young  boy*  to 
thair  death,  all  in  th#  nan*  of  Allah. 

In  tha  cata  of  Iraq,  raligion  and  domestic  affairt  ma*h  to  such  a  graat 
extent  that  Saddam  Huatain  haa  baan  conatrainad  militarily.  Sinca  tha  Iraqi 
blood  bath  at  Khorramahahr  (Octobar  1980),  Huaaain  haa  baan  extremely 
raluctant  to  proaacuta  tha  ground  war  vigorously,  faaring  tha  conaaquancaa  of 
larga  n  unbar a  of  casualties.  Hi  a  faar  a tarn  a  from  th*  fact  that  th*  army  ia 
largaly  Shi  it*  in  origin,  with  ita  laadarahip  coming  almoat  axcluaivaly  from 
tha  Sunni  aact.  Coup lad  with  tha  fact  that  Iraq  ia  rulad  by  a  cloaad  Sunni 
minority,  it  serve*  only  to  haightan  Hussein's  draad.  Thia  faar  haa  baan 
raflactad  in  th*  acop*  and  intanaity  of  Iraq's  campaign  to  bring  Iran  to  th* 
paac*  tabl*.  Sine*  Huaaain'*  aalf  impoaad  wi thdrawal ,  Iraq  ha*  ramainad 
almoat  axcluaivaly  on  th*  atratagic,  operational,  and  tactical  dafanaa, 
chooaing  instead  to  raly  upon  air  power  aa  her  only  offanaiva  fore*. 
Ironically,  as  th*  war  has  lingarad  on  th*  faar  of  a  Shi  it*  revolt  within  th* 
army  has  waned.  However,  th*  Iraqi  High  Command  has  not  seen  fit  to 
restructure  its  campaign  based  upon  th*  amelioration  of  th*  threat.  Th* 
rational*  for  this  absence  of  change  ha*  it  roots  in  th*  demography  of  th*  two 
warring  nations. 

Th*  demographic  imbalance,  perhaps  more  than  any  other,  haa  limited  th* 
Iraqi  campaign  while  enabling  Iran  to  prosecute  its  morally  bankrupt  campaign 
with  a  fiendish  bant.  ‘Every  year  three  times  aa  many  Iranian  mala*  coma  of 
military  ag*  as  do  Iraqis. a<91>  This  fact  alone  has  allowed  Iran  to  proaacuta 
a  war  of  exhaustion,  bleeding  ita  own  youth  to  death  on  Iraqi  defenses  in 
hopes  of  bringing  Iraq  to  her  knaas.  Iraq  haa  responded  to  thia  imbalance  by 
confining  her  operations  to  th*  defensive,  counterattacking  only  whan  ah*  was 
in  danger  of  losing  large  amounts  of  territory,  a  prospact  that 
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hat  a)  sc  forced  Iraq  to  us*  vast  aisounts  of  chemical  weapons  to  balanc*  th* 
inequity  in  the  force  structure. 

II.  Center  of  Brevity 

Th*  Iran-Iraq  war  is  now  well  into  its  ninth  year,  and  th*  death  b*U 
continues  to  toll  with  sow*  casualty  estimates  soaring  well  into  th*  millions. 
Neither  side  is  nearer  victory  than  it  was  in  1980.  This  raises  the 
question — did  this  have  to  be? 

U*  have  examined  Iraq's  initial  strategy  of  limited  war.  Perhaos  it  was 
flawed,  based  as  it  was  upon  th*  hop*  of  engendering  a  political  response.  No 
one  will  ever  Know  because  Iraq's  military  plan  to  capture  Khuzestan  Province 
failed.  Nonetheless,  military  theory  can  provide  a  framework  which  will  help 
us  ascertain  why  it  and  succeeding  operations  on  both  sides  continually  have 
failed  to  bring  th*  war  to  a  close. 

Clausewitz  posited  that  to  secure  th*  political  objective  of  war  th*  enemy 
must  be  rendered  power 1 ess. < 92)  To  Clausewitz  this  m?ant  the  destruction  of 
the  opposing  force  in  a  single  climactic  battle. (93)  However,  since 
Clausewitzean  times,  th*  conduct  of  war  has  become  the  province  of  nation 
states.  In  that  ve'  ,  national  armies  have  grown  to  such  an  extent  that  their 
defeat  can  not  be  affected  in  a  single  climactic  battle. 

The  US  Army  understands  this  dilemma  and  has  codified  its  approach  to  this 
matter  in  the  operational  level  of  war.  Field  Manual  <FM>  100-9  defines 
this  perspective  of  war  as  "the  employment  of  military  forces  to  attain 
strategic  goals  in  a  theet»~  -»f  war  or  a  theater  of  operations  through  the 
design,  organization,  ant  conduct  of  campaigns  and  major  operations. "(94)  Key 
to  the  design  of  campaigns  is  Clausewitz's  concept  of  the  center  of  gravity. 

In  On  Mar.  Clausewitz  im  s  that  the  center  of  gravity  is  a  combat 
formation.  aA  center  of  gravity  is  always  found  where  th*  mass  is 
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concentrated  most  densely.  It  presents  the  most  effective  target  for  a  blows 
furthermore,  the  heaviest  blow  is  that  struck  by  the  center  of  gravi ty.#<W> 

He  continues  that  the  way  to  destroy  the  enemy  is  to  strike  his  center  of 
gravity  at  the  decisive  point. <M> 

Baron  Henr I -Antoine  Jomini  in  his  treatise  The  Art  of  War  covers  the 
concept  of  decisive  point  in  much  greater  depth  than  Clausewitz.  Jomini 
defined  the  concept  in  geographic  terms  and  posited  that  the  capture  of  this 
point  in  relation  to  the  enemy  would  enable  the  attacker  to  exercise  a  marked 
influence  upon  the  result  of  the  campaign. <?7)  Another  way  to  look  at  the 
concept  is  to  envision  it  as  being  the  key  that  unlocks  the  enemy's  center  of 
gravity.  If  you  seize  the  decisive  point  with  sufficient  combat  power, 
ideally  your  own  center  of  gravity,  then  you  will  unbalance  your  opponents 
center  of  gravity,  resulting  in  his  defeat  and  destruction. 

Let  us  now  apply  these  two  key  concepts  of  operational  art  to  the 
Iran-Iraq  war  and  see  if  the  belligerents  have  employed  them.  Ue  will 
accomplish  this  by  focusing  on  t*<ere  the  centers  of  gravity  were  in  various 
phases,  whether  either  side  recognized  them,  «nd  if  either  side  was  able  to 
identify  and  attack  the  other's  decisive  points. 

Iraq's  initial  campaign  plan  thrust  three  forces  across  the  border  into 
Iran.  Ill  Corps  was  its  main  effort  and  the  Iraqi  center  of  gravity.  These 
four  divisions  crossed  the  border  on  a  broad  front  aiming  for  the  economically 
important  but  militarily  insignificant  towns  of  Khorramshahr , 

Abadan,  Susangerd,  and  Dezful.  One  prong  of  the  Iraqi  center  of  gravity, 
however,  did  aim  at  the  critical  conmuni cat  ions'  hub  of  Ahvaz.  This  city  was 
the  key  to  Khuzestan  Province  and  the  decisive  point  of  Iraq's  campaign.  Its 
seizure  would  have  compelled  the  Iranian  center  of  gravity,  the  armored 
division  stationed  near  Ahvaz,  to  turn  and  fight  or  to  wither  on  the  vine. 
Moreover,  Iraq's  seizure  of  Ahvaz  would  have  negated  the  military 
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significance  of  ths  foot  mobile  Revolutionary  Guards  defending  tha  Iranian 
citlaa  to  tha  south. 

But  tha  Iraqi  effort  to  capture  simul tenuously  all  of  Khuzestan's  towns 
transformed  thaw  into  daci si va  points  from  tha  Iranian  parspactiva. 

Sinca  Iraq  sought  to  taka  thaw  all*  failura  at  any  on a  would  unhinga  Iraq's 
affort.  Khorrawshahr  fall  to  Hussain's  forcas  on  tha  13th  of  October,  but 
Iraq  continuad  to  flail  away  at  tha  rawaindar  of  tha  Iranian  strong  points, 
sanding  arwor  units  to  thair  dawisa  in  tha  urban  daath  traps.  It  was 
pracisaly  in  this  anvirenwant  that  Hussain  wada  a  critical  mistaka,  diverting 
forcas  away  fraw  Ahvax  to  focus  on  tha  militarily  insignificant  town  of 
Abadan . 

In  tha  and,  Iraq  failad  to  take  Abadan,  a  fact  that  is  uniwportant  by 
itsalf.  Uhat  is  important  is  that  fraw  an  oparationat  parspactiva  Iraq  failad 
to  saquanca  its  actions  to  saiza  tha  dacisiva  point  of  Ahvax.  Fraw  an  Iranian 
viawpoint,  Iraq's  dacision  to  focus  on  tha  city  of  Abadan  playad  right  into 
Iran's  hands.  Iran  was  abla  to  buy  tiwa,  bringing  up  rainforcamants  to 
bolstar  its  dafansas.  Fraw  this  wawsnt  on  tha  war  quickly  davolvad  into  its 
static  form. 

By  aarly  Dacambar  1980  both  nations  had  assumad  tha  operational  defensive. 
Iran  took  advantaga  of  this  oparational  lull  to  rush  its  Ravolut ionary  Guards 
to  tha  front  whila  Iraq  improvad  har  dafansiva  positions.  Claarly  thosa 
forcas  occupying  Khuzastan  Provinca  wara  Iraq's  cantar  of  gravity  whila  Iran 
appaars  to  hava  shiftad  tha  burdan  of  har  dafansa  to  tha  fanatical 
Ravolutionary  Guards.  Iraq's  kay  to  tha  provinca  ramainad  Ahvaz,  tha  dacisiva 
point.  This  has  not  changad  throughout  tha  war.  Whether  Iraq  has  baan  abla 
to  idantify  it  as  such  is  quastionabl a.  If  Iraq  is  abla  to  ioantify  Ahvaz  as 
kay,  it  is  doubtful  whathar  sha  has  tha  will,  aithar  political  or  military,  to 
attack  it. 
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Iran  brokt  tha  stalamata  in  Saptambar  1991,  launching  two  infantry 
divisions  towards  tht  city  of  Abadan.  During  th#  ntxt  tan  Months,  Iran 
continually  switched  htr  cantor  of  gravity  up  and  down  tha  frontiar, 
attampting  to  rtgain  lost  tarrltory.  Tha  actions  of  both  sidas  rtstmbltd  a 
pair  of  battaring  rams,  aach  trying  to  butt  tha  othar  diractly  into  oblivion. 

This  did  not  hava  to  bt  tha  cast  and  thaory  prow  Idas  a  possibla  solution. 
Tha  British  thaorist,  Liddtll  Hart,  providtd  a  framtwork  in  his  booh, 

SlCliiflE'  Liddtll  Hart  positad  that  dislocation  was  tha  aim  of  stratagy,  and 
■tha  trua  aim  is  not  so  much  to  satk  battla  as  to  sttk  a  stratagic  situation 
so  advantagtous  that  if  it  dots  not  of  itsalf  product  tha  dacision,  its 
continuation  by  a  battla  is  sura  to  achiava  it."<98)  Such  an  indiract 
attack  launchtd  to  stizt  a  dacisiva  point  might  hava  turnad  tha  Iraqi  111 
Corps  out  of  its  dafansiva  position,  rasulting  in  an  Iranian  victory.  This  is 
trua  as  of  this  writing  and  has  baan  sinca  Saptambar  of  1981.  From  Qatr-t 
Shirin  to  Baghdad,  tha  distanca  is  a  mart  80  milts  ovtr  tarrain  suitabla  for 
armor  vahiclas.  Baghdad  is  tha  soul  of  tha  8unni  rtgima  and  is  guardtd  by  two 
Iraqi  armorad  divisions.  It  most  cartainly  is  a  dacisiva  point,  and  its 
saizura  would  comptl  Iraq's  III  Corps  to  turn  and  fight. 

Tha  uni'iataral  withdrawal  of  Iraqi  forcts  from  Iran  marktd  tha  baginning 
of  a  sacond  stalamata.  Hussain  wantad  paaca  mort  than  avar,  but  ha  prapartd 
for  war,  knowing  as  ha  did  tha  ftrvor  of  tha  Islamic  fanatics.  Iraq  axpandad 
tha  siza  of  III  Corps  to  tight  divisions  and  prapartd  for  tha  Iranian 
onslaught, 

Iran  did  not  disappoint  Hussain,  launching  attack  aftar  attack  diractly  at 
Iraq's  cantar  of  gravity  in  tha  vicinity  of  Basra.  Cooptration  batwaan  Iran's 
ragular  army  and  tha  Ravolut ionary  Guards  had  improvtd  sinca  Bani  Sadr's 
dapartura,  yat  tha  Guards  still  bora  tha  haaviast  shara  of  fighting.  Iran's 
frontil  assaults  on  Basra  provtd  disastrous,  rasulting  in  tha  typical 
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Iranian  responM  of  shifting  htr  iMin  tffort  all  over  tht  map  Marching  for  a 
breakthrough.  It  mi  during  thla  period  that  HutMin»  apparent  1/  raalgnad  to 
the  fact  that  ht  could  not  Min  th»  land  Mar,  turned  to  air  power,  hoping  to 
exhaust  Iran  materially  over  time. 

In  March  of  1984  the  mat  moved  arnoy  from  the  battlefield  to  the  vital 
shipping  lanes  of  the  Persian  Bulf.  Both  sides  shifted  their  foci  away  from 
destroying  the  other's  center  of  gravity  to  damaging  the  others  economic 
support  system.  Iraq  hoped  to  engender  a  political  Mttlement  based  upon 
military  action,  but  in  no  May  did  the  military  operation  compel  the  desired 
political  outcome.  Clausewitz's  dictum  that  relates  mil  1 tary  to  political 
policy  Mas  only  half  understood  and  totally  misapplied. 

As  the  Mar  moved  into  198S  the  focus  once  again  returned  to  the 
battlefields  around  Basra.  Iran  continued  to  flail  away  at  the  mass  of  Iraqi 
forces,  slamming  seven  more  divisions  directly  into  the  Jams  of  the  Iraqi 
defenses.  Iran's  losses  mere  appalling,  numbering  close  to  20,000  in  this 
single  action  alone.  Iran  clearly  recognized  that  III  Corps  was  Iraq's  center 
of  gravity,  yet  she  continued  to  shove  forces  into  this  meat  grinder,  scarring 
Iran  for  generations  to  come.  The  inability  of  either  side  to  recognize  and 
attack  the  other's  decisive  point  has  contributed  greatly  to  this  slaughter. 

In  February  of  1984  the  Mar  evolved  into  a  new  phase  with  Iran  taking 
actions  to  break  the  deadlock.  Iran's  military  actions  took  a  quantitative 
leap  in  sophistication.  Utilizing  a  modicum  of  deception,  Iran  fixed  Iraq's 
III  Corps  at  Basra  and  made  an  end  run  around  Few.  An  Iranian  center  of 
gravity  comprised  of  6  divisions  grabbed  a  lodgement  on  Iraq's  Faw  Peninsula, 
forcing  Iraq  to  transfer  reserves  to  Faw  in  order  to  protect  her  center  of 
gravity  around  Basra.  Iran  quickly  pushed  her  forces  north,  exceeding  their 
culminating  point  in  the  process.  The  Iraqi  forces  responded  methodical ly, 
forcing  the  Iranians  back  into  defensive  positions  around  Faw. 
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Sine*  tht  battlt  for  tht  Faw  Pan  insula  th*  war  hot  rtmaintd  tsstntially 
static  with  few  exceptions.  In  April  of  1FM  Imp  did  *u«g»  to  evict  Iron 
from  tht  Faw  Peninsula,  but  th i s  mi  essentially  t  counterattack  on  Iraq's 
part  to  rtQain  htr  loat  territory.  For  tht  moat  part  tht  belligerents 
implicitly  rtcognizt  tht  other's  ctnttr  of  gravity,  but  tb ty  art  unable  to 
find  tht  kty  to  unlock  it.  This  fallurt  lit*  in  two  artat  —  a  lack  of 
understanding  of  tht  optrational  art  to  includt  tht  stqutncing  of  action*  and 
a  lack  of  combi ntd  arm*  warfart. 

III.  Stqutncing  Actions. 

Optrational  art  dots  not  just  consist  of  idtntifying  tht  enemy's  ctnttr  of 
gravity  and  dtcisivt  points.  It  is  much  more,  as  wt  alludtd  to  tarlitr  in  tht 
discussion  on  modtrn  arm its.  To  dtftat  such  a  forct  on  tht  modtrn 
battlefield,  tht  optrational  planntr  must  stqutnct  military  actions  to  achitvt 
tht  strattgic  objtctivt.  Ht  must  anticipatt  tht  possiblt  outcomts  of  battlt, 
planning  stqutls  (follow  on  coursts  of  actions  for  succtss>  and  branchts 
(alttrnativts  for  failurt  and  unfortsttn  tntmy  action).  But  proptr  stqutncing 
alont  is  not  a  panacta.  Tactical  commandtrs  must  win  thair  fight,  for  without 
tactical  victorias  thtrt  can  bt  no  optrational  art. 

Throughout  tht  war  both  Iran  and  Iraq  havt  had  troublt  winning  thair 
tactical  battles.  This  in  a  broad  way  can  bt  traetd  back  to  thair  lack  of 
undtrstanding  of  combintd  arms  warfart.  But  this  is  not  tht  sola  rtason. 

Tht  unwi 1 1 ingntss  to  incur  casualties  (Iraq),  tht  lack  of  spart  parts  (Iran), 
a  wtak  rtsupply  systtm  (both),  a  lack  of  dtdicattd  air  support  (both),  a  lack 
of  ammunition  (Iran),  and  tht  inability  to  mantuvtr  (both)  havt  all 
contributtd  to  Iran/s  and  Iraq's  poor  tactical  ptrformancts.  Iran, 
tsptcially,  hat  compoundtd  that*  tactical  mistakes  by  failing  to  plan  logical 
branchts  for  htr  frequent  optrational  blundtrs.  A  typical  Iranian  branch 
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consisted  of  shifting  the  focus  of  hsr  attack  several  hundrtds  of  kilometers 
in  either  d fraction  in  hopes  of  mss ting  success. 

During  tha  course  of  the  war  thara  have  baan  timas  whan  events  have 
logically  followad  aach  other,  but  this  is  tha  axcaption  rathar  than  tha  rula. 
Whan  such  an  avant  did  occur ,  it  normally  andad  in  vain  sinca  tha  plannars  had 
failad  to  anvision  tha  last  stap  bafora  taking  tha  first  stap.  On a  of  faw 
axamplas  is  tha  Faw  Countaroffansi va.  From  an  oparational  parspactiva,  Iran's 
failura  to  provida  a  forca  <saqual)  to  axploit  tha  saizura  of  tha  Faw 
bridgadhaad  doomed  tha  vantura  to  failura. 

CONCLUSION 

It  should  b«  fairly  obvious  now  that  naithar  si  da  in  this  draary  war  has 
davalopad  much  of  a  flair  for  tha  oparational  art.  Evan  if  achieved,  it  is 
doubtful  tha  skills  and  matarial  ara  thara  to  put  it  into  practica. 

Oparational  art  is  and  always  will  ba  hald  captiva  to  tha  ability  of  tactical 
commanders  to  win  tha  tactical  battle.  Thara  ara  exceptions,  of  coursa,  such 
as  an  intarnal  ravolution  which  saps  tha  will  of  an  army  to  fight  (tha  Russian 
Army  of  1917),  but  whan  both  sidas  ara  unabla  to  fight  in  an  oparational 
sansa,  but  willing  to  blaad  to  tha  last  drop  of  thair  soldiers'  blood,  than 
the  true  horror  of  mindlass  war  comas  homa. 

Iran,  with  har  superior  manpower  and  othar  inherent  advantages,  could 
probably  put  together  a  campaign  to  achieve  har  pol i tical/ral igious 
objectives.  But  in  har  irrational  polity  she  probably  will  not.  Iraq's 
possibilities  for  winning  tha  war  ara  much  more  limited.  For  all  tha  reasons 
discussed  earlier,  Iraq's  bast  prospect  lias  with  har  ability  to  finesse  tha 
rest  of  tha  civilized  world  *  o  believing  that  "no  war"  is  an  imperative  for 
tha  good  of  tha  world,  and  thereby  enlist  outside  aid  in  concluding  it. 
Currently,  Iraq  is  headed  in  tha  right  direction,  drawing  tha  US  into  tha 
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conflict.  It  appears  that  Iraq  with  indirect  US  aaaistanca  hopaa  to  iaolata 
Iran  economically  from  tht  rtat  of  tht  world.  But  even  that  solution  is 
maddeningly  evasive. 

Tha  Iran-Iraq  war  will  continua  indafinitaly  unlass  thara  is  a  revolution 
in  tha  intarnal  affairs  of  tha  bal 1 igarants.  Short  of  that  ,  tha  pointlass 
and  pathatically  unfortunata  killing  will  continua  unabatad  in  this  most 
apocalyptic  of  wars.  Tha  tima  has  long  sinca  passad  for  tha  laadars  of  both 
countrias  to  hava  sattlad  thair  diffarancas  peacefully.  War  has  not  served 
their  policies  wall.  It  has  only  lad  to  tha  wasting  of  millions  of  innocent 
lives.  Unlass  war  is  a  continuation  of  policy,  than  it  can  only  be  a  minion 
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